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N. The recent Judge Wanger decision requires that baseline Reclamation
operations of the Central Valley Project be consistent with D-893.  This
decision supercedes USFWS' previously assumed, and Reclamation's
voluntary operational goal of striving to implement the November 20,
1997 AFRP target flow objectives for various water year types.  In fact,
USFWS no longer recognizes AFRP flow objectives as appropriate
considerations, particularly regarding 3406(b)2 allocation. 

O. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.14, Cumulative Impact Analysis. 

P. PCWA does support and is participating in the regional development of
the Habitat Conservation Plan.  Please also refer to Response L-244.I. 
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A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. A. 
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A. The Draft EIS/EIR evaluated the construction and project-related air
emissions in Chapter 3, Section 3.15, Air Quality.  With the exception of
NOx emissions during construction, air pollutant emissions would be
below the local APCD significance thresholds. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.9, Fire Management. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.10, Project Access. 

D. The Draft EIS/EIR describes the proposed public river access features,
including restroom and trash container placement and maintenance by
CDPR.  Please also refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River
Access Features. 

E. All those commenting on the American River Pump Station Project Draft
EIS/EIR were notified of the availability of the Final EIS/EIR.  Those
interested in receiving information or notification regarding other
projects in Auburn need to contact the appropriate lead agencies, such
as the City of Auburn or Placer County. 
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A. Project support noted. A. 
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A. Restroom facilities would be provided and maintained by CDPR.
Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 
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A. Pump station plant construction, which would occur under either alternative,
would require the greatest amount of time to complete of any project
component.  Pump station construction would involve several steps, including
concrete form work and placement, completion of the pump station building,
and installation of pumps, other hardware, and electrical work.  Therefore, the
two alternatives would require a similar length of time to complete.  Additional
activities under the Mid-Channel Diversion Alternative include modification
and restoration of approximately 4,000 feet of the river channel.  Channel
excavation would be done concurrently with other pump station construction.
The Mid-Channel Diversion Alternative includes the creation of public river
access improvements, including access roads, trails, and parking areas.  The
Upstream Diversion Alternative would not require the extensive river channel
excavation work and would not provide public river access features.
Therefore, due to the increased amount of earth moving and public access-
related construction, the Mid-Channel Diversion Alternative would cost
substantially more than the Upstream Diversion Alternative.  

B. The Proposed Project would include post-construction erosion/sediment
control measures as required by the NPDES SWPPP (Draft EIS/EIR, Section
3.7, Water Quality, page 3-193).  As noted by the commenter, the NPDES
SWPPP shall include a description of the BMPs and control practices to be
used for both temporary and permanent erosion control measures.  The
SWPPP will describe all post-construction BMPs for the project, and show
the location of each BMP on a map.  Also, the SWPPP shall describe the
agency or parties responsible for the long-term maintenance of these BMPs.
Under the Proposed Project, the SWPPP would apply only to Proposed
Project construction area and not the initial Auburn Dam project construction
area.  Regarding vegetation at the project site, please refer to Master
Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 




